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Sri Amit Kumar Srivastava, learned counsel for the appellant and Sri Shashi Kant Verma, 
learned counsel for the respondent are present.  
 
Heard learned counsel for the parties.  
 
The order of the Regulatory Authority indicates that complaint of the appellant was rejected on 
the ground that on the request of the appellant in the month of June, 2016 the units of the 
appellant were cancelled and partial payment has been returned.  
 
Appreciating the submission of the learned counsel for the respondent the Regulatory Authority 
rejected the complaint of the appellant on the objections of the respondent that he (appellant) is 
not an allottee but from the perusal of the order and the record of the Regulatory Authority, 
which was summoned by us, nothing is on record to indicate with regard to return of partial 
amount to the appellant and cancellation of the units of the appellant.  
 
Learned counsel for the respondent is directed to place on record the order of cancellation of the 
units of the appellant in pursuance to his application filed in the month of June 2016 and the 
details of the amount returned to the appellant. The respondent will also indicate the amount, if 
any, which still remains to be paid to the appellant by the respondent. He is further directed to 
place on record the record relating to settlement of loan towards units in which the respondent 
was a signatory.  
 
List this appeal on 07.04.2021.  

(Rajiv Misra)                           (D.K. Arora) 

Dated: 17.03.2021 
VIJAYKUMAR 


